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Internationalising the work of teacher education researchers
EditorialAs a-P cific Journal of Teacher Education
Being an international journal of world-class standing, the Asia-Pacific Journal of
Teacher Education is a vehicle for transnational knowledge exchange. This edition
brings together teacher education research from New Zealand, Hong Kong, United
Kingdom, Canada, Chile and Australia, creating an empirical, conceptually-grounded
basis for the international debate over government reform and the managerial recon-
figuration of the work of teachers, preservice teachers and teacher educators. In the
mid-1800s, workers in various countries celebrated the winning of the eight hour
working day. Melbourne’s (Australia) 888 Monument (pictured) registers a signific-
ant moment in the historic struggle over working conditions, workloads, the work day
and work–life balance: ‘Eight Hours Labour, Eight Hours Rest, Eight Hours Recrea-
tion’. As a principle to guide our thinking about the work of teacher education, and
teacher education research in particular, the papers collected in this issue consider this
in a number of different ways. In doing so, they raise four key questions that are cent-
ral to teacher education research:
• Is teacher education research enabling teacher educators to better understand their
principal beneficiaries whom, in much of the field, are children in pre-school years,
school and college students?
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250 Editorial
• Does teacher education research indicate ways in which teacher education can
ensure the strength of professional knowledge among beginning teachers?
• Is teacher education research addressing innovation needs and barriers in teacher
education as we engage with changes in early childhood education and schooling?
• Is teacher education research analysing the value and significance of teacher educa-
tion through its impact on the learning of the students of beginning teachers?
This suggests that one of the key questions now confronting teacher education
research is: What should be the focus of research in this field? In our first issue as a new
editorial team, we raise this question not only as a means of focusing our interpretation of
the papers selected here in this particular issue, but also as a guide to readers and potential
contributors to the Journal in the next few years. We also pay tribute to the work of retir-
ing members of the editorial team, David Saltmarsh and Anne McMaugh, whose labour
and commitment to teacher education research in this Journal has built a strong foundation
for the ongoing strengthening of the field as a whole.
Researching the complexities of reforming teachers’ work
Governments use a range of regulatory mechanisms, from quality assurance, certification
of competence, accountability regimens and legislated accreditation to reform the work of
educators. Teacher education research is positioned, and takes different positions, in the
debates over governments’ regulatory mechanisms for re-modelling the work of teachers,
preservice teachers and teacher educators. Some research provides a vehicle for exploring
the interests of these education workers, whereas other research serves as an agent in
securing government policy. Government and managerial efforts to reconfigure the work
of teachers confront a range of complicating factors, as the range of papers in this issue
indicates.
First, in relation to the question of what research is being done to enable teacher edu-
cators to better understand the learning needs of students and young children, the case
made by Helen Hedges and Debora Lee for the difficult work of making teacher–family
partnerships in New Zealand, as elsewhere, points to teacher education’s responsibility for
understanding the learning needs of its ‘end-users’; that is, young children and school stu-
dents. Furthermore, the prospects for ‘teacher-less learning’ by students in Hong Kong,
owing to the role of the Internet as a rival or ‘maverick learning system’, are investigated
by Kokila Katyal. The paper suggests that teacher educators who better understand how
students learn to critically analyse and evaluate the online information they access, mostly
at home, may develop better teacher education programs.
From across the Pacific, in Chile, Carmen Montecinos, Sylvia Rittershausen, María
Solís, Inés Contreras and Claudia Contreras provide one response to the question of what
does research indicate about what teacher education should ensure beginning teachers
know (content) and are able to do (pedagogy), and who will make these judgements?
Their paper reports on their investigation of the potential use of Performance Standards
for the Initial Preparation of Teachers in their context to shape teacher candidates’ sense
of their work and, through a backwash effect, to bring about change in the work of teacher
education faculties.
In a paper reporting on England’s National Workload Agreement for teachers and its
use in creating 150 000 non-qualified Teaching Assistant (TA) positions by configuring a
new division of labour within schools, Maurice Galton and John MacBeath provide an
account that helps us conceptualise and generate future responses to the question of what
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Asia-Pacific Journal of Teacher Education 251
research is required to address innovation needs and barriers in teacher education, given cur-
rent changes in the reconfiguration of the staffing of schools? We hope that contributors will
take up the invitation, which is made by our inclusion of the paper, to consider and pro-
duce research that addresses teacher education’s role in the work and work conditions of
teachers.
Phelan takes up this issue by exploring the dilemmas for teachers in seeking recogni-
tion through establishing an official, authorised ‘professional designation’ as a teacher,
like a Registered Nurse (RN). One the one hand, such recognition expresses a desire for
public acknowledgement – of being honoured. On the other hand, such official recogni-
tion is betrayed by pointing to teachers’ dependency on others who do the recognising.
This ambivalence over recognition by means of ‘professional designation’ is reinforced by
concerns about its use in increasing the governability of the profession, as much as its
legitimacy.
Finally, as a significant contribution to what is known about the value and significance
of teacher education through its impact on the learning of students of beginning teachers,
the paper by Marilyn Pietsch and John Williamson focuses on the working lives of teach-
ers here in Australia. In the authors’ report of their study, Pietsch and Williamson argue
that the conditions of employment for beginning teachers, many working as casuals with
transient relations to schools and students, makes a marked difference from and difficulty
for, the necessary workplace development of their professional knowledge.
Investigating conceptual advances
The reports of teacher education research in this edition of the Asia-Pacific Journal of
Teacher Education bring to the fore, a range of conceptual tools worthy of further clarifi-
cation and empirical investigation. Time in all its configurations – evaporated time, discre-
tionary time, liberating time – emerges as a key concept for understanding these issues of
work and requires much more rigorous empirical analysis and theoretical exploration.
There is also a range of concepts that, over time, may well have become degraded
through excessive use, so that there is now a need for thoughtful reconsideration as to their
value, such as paradigm shift, regime of truth and comfort zone. Either explicitly or
implicitly, the research reported here suggests interesting concepts worthy of further
study, such as recognition, performance exhaustion, next-step oriented curriculum, behav-
ioural triage, policy coping strategies, teacher liberation, fractured teaching, difficult part-
nerships and fragmented teaching. As a vehicle for transnational knowledge exchange, the
Asia-Pacific Journal of Teacher Education is interested in new and emergent conceptual
frameworks for teacher education. For instance, what are the prospects for using theories
or the conceptual furniture available in the intellectual resources of the many bi- and mul-
tilingual teacher education researchers contributing to this Journal? What theoretical
developments are occurring in the languages of China, Latin America and the Pasifika that
might be brought to bear on the analysis of issues in teacher education?
Improving methods of teacher education research
An important concept raised by the papers in this issue is the difference between teacher
education research and the knowledge it produces, and that of commentators, journalists
and well-informed parents at the school gate. The papers in this edition of the Asia-
Pacific Journal of Teacher Education highlight the challenges of improving research
methods in teacher education research. As a whole, the edition points to the desirability
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252 Editorial
of explanations on how data collection instruments were designed, their field testing, and
how issues of reliability and validity were judged. Details about the exact number, char-
acteristics and selection of participants are warranted, along with details of procedures
for dealing with inevitable ethical challenges. Key characteristics of research settings are
described for the benefit of the Journal’s international readership, with details about the
local characteristics and necessary contextual information. Various data collection meth-
ods are explained and justified as being appropriate for investigating issues of educators’
work, such as surveys, structured observations, self-report diaries, interviews and bench-
marking. The reliability of data analysis procedures is enhanced by the use of two or
more raters/coders, and the triangulation of data sources, analytical procedures or theo-
retical tools. The provision of relevant details about the attributes of interviewees, the
date and the venue of interviews enhances the credibility of evidentiary excerpts. Know-
ing the criteria by which the excerpts are selected from the mass of data collected and
analysed in any particular study is also important to building capacity in the field of
teacher education research as a whole.
But this research also invites a range of questions: When reviewing previous research,
should the methods of different studies be made explicit? Given that different coding
categories or units of analysis are used in different research projects, how can comparisons
be made? What does the teaching of school students and student teachers, to engage in
critical reflection and critical evaluation, mean for teacher education researchers’ critical
evaluations of government policies?
Such questions are important for the field, as another important question that now con-
fronts teacher education research is how the scale and scope of research in the field can be
substantially increased?
Future research publications
We believe that the teacher education research reported here points to a range of questions
that invite significant extended conversations through future submissions for peer review
to the Asia-Pacific Journal of Teacher Education. Government polices direct teacher edu-
cation researchers to focus on certain categories; for instance, those considered important
by parents, even though these are not necessarily the categories that consume dispropor-
tionate amounts of time in the workload of teachers and principals. Is there a need to move
beyond the categories favoured in official policies to those that investigate ‘difficult part-
nerships’ with confrontational, violent, permissive or reluctant parents? This seems desir-
able if teacher educators are to better understand the learning needs of students and young
children and develop appropriate programs for beginning teachers.
Other research questions that present themselves include: Is it the case that Teaching
Assistants (who have professional aspirations), as well as the increasing ubiquity of the
Internet, enable students to achieve desired learning outcomes, and if so, what do these
things mean for teacher education? Does ‘teacher-less’ student learning contribute to the
goals and values expressed for schooling in the government policies informing teacher
education? Will managing students’ learning at a distance, through Teaching Assistants,
provide the ‘magic moments’ that beginning teachers desire from their emotional and
intellectual investment in their work? What prospects are there for teacher education to
move critical reflection from what is increasingly seen as a weak, self-indulgent posi-
tion? Is there a role for teacher education in remodelling teachers’ work to recreate
teachers as learning managers, to ‘liberate’ them from direct engagement with students?
Given that there has been no deregulation of teacher education, what mechanisms are
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governments using to drive changes in teacher education, and what effect are government
interventions having?
No doubt you will be prompted to ask many questions as a result of reading the papers
in this edition in the context of government reform and the managerial reconfiguration of
the work of teachers, preservice teachers and teacher educators. As you engage with the
papers that follow, we invite the international teacher education research community to
critically reflect on questions such as:
• How can the complexities of reforming teachers’ work be better researched?
• How will you contribute to significant conceptual advances in the field?
• What you will do to improve methods of teacher education research?
• How you will contribute to improvements in the research publications in this field?
And we wonder in which eight hours of your daily life you, as a teacher education
worker and colleague, will find the time to do this, along with everything else that must be
found time for within your day.
Michael Singh
University of Western Sydney, Australia
Jo-Anne Reid
Ninetta Santoro
Charles Sturt University, Australia
Diane Mayer
Deakin University, Australia
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